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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir: 



In response to the restriction requirement mailed September 23, 2004, applicants 
provisionally elect claims 1-7, drawn to a webbing winding device. 

However, applicants respectfully traverse this restriction requirement between claims 
1-7 (Group I), drawn to a webbing retractor, and claims 8-13 (Group II) drawn to a clutch 
apparatus. The Office Action states that the separate matter of the two groups of claims has 
acquired separate status in the art requiring divergent fields of search as shown by the 
indicated classifications (Class 242, Subclass 379.1 vs. Class 192, Subclass 223.1). 
However, a thorough field of search for the subject matter for Group I should include the 
subject matter of Group II, as webbing winding devices frequently make use of clutches. If a 
single field of search reasonably and thoroughly covers all the claims of an application, the 
mere fact that different claims of the same invention would fall into different classifications 
in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office should not be controlling, as is been held in In Re 
Young et al., 81 USPQ 139, 142, note 3 (CCPA 1949). See also Ex Parte Pratt, 46 USPQ 
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560 (PTO Board 1940), wherein the Board held: 

"We do not understand the classification of patents is for the purpose 

of establishing lines of division between claims. It is rather for the purpose 

of quickly locating pertinent art." 

Even more to the point, the Examiner should note MPEP §803, which states: 

"If the search and examination of an entire application can be made without 
serious burden, the Examiner must examine it on the merits, even though it 
includes claims to distinct or independent inventions." 

In short, in view of the mutual pertinence between the subject matter of class 242, Subclass 
379.1 and Class 192, Subclass 223.1, applicants respectfully traverse the restriction of claims 
1-7 from claims 8-13, and request the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw such restriction. 
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